Kt. 12, Frederick, M. 21701 
10/2/75 

^r. Oene Wilson, FOlA and Privacy Coordinator 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D,C. 20505 

D«ar Hr. Wilson, 

. Befor0 x «oayey to you personally and for the Agency a little of mt is on ay 
aiitd after reading your letter stamp dated September 50, I mil wait until what I 
regard as an unnecessary, stonewalling date of October 20, as you ask. 

- ara readnued of a letter a recently sent the nttcmey “ensral. Beginning in 1S66 
1 started asking the m. for a copy of a published areas release. Finally I asked a 
la-wyer to ask for it for ae. He was told to tell se the only way I could get it was 
bypass of FQIA. I filed the request, allowed twice score time that the law and then 
fi-Led an appeal. For a _gges^ release? Is there no abase is govorrment? 

nere you are asking for score time to respond to a request 1 first made in 1971. 

I repeated to your general counsel 10 months ago today the same resuast, in oerson and 
with the assurance that do .have copies of sacs of what you can't not find in your 
files, then wrote there is nothing. I filed ana appeal ana you nos elect to treat 
that appeal as an. original rofasat. Tutting it, apparently, at the bottom of +bs 
stac§ and shamelessly explaining “we have been deluged with requests." Can it be 
otherwise- when one dating to 1971 still hasn't been answered and with the grosss 
improprieties now not completely secret. lies, I do naan that all, are not yet exposed.) 

Tou extend assurances of your concern "over the fact tn&i w© have sot responded 
earlier to your request Lsicj" When you do get around to it, I would life® to" know if 
yw have any others this long unanswered, going back to both 1971 and January 2 of 
thxs year, ’^'hxs is not rhetorical. I have been patient but if I have reason to 
believe that whenever I get what you will call a full response it is less than that 
and have to take other steps I will use other and less well known provisions of the law. 

You do not refer to ay invocation of the Privacy Act in your letter. I did do this. 

j-ou refer to but one request, 'So date I have not had even acknowledgment of several 
l^i S past due referrals from the Archives under the law. I have referred, to these and 
CIA nas not responded. 

Sow I take you literally. You say one "component," whatever you rasy mean fey that, 
says it will respond by an unspecified day of the week of October S. the last working 
day ox that week is October 10. You, also represent this as the last, "the one readying 
component which has failed to respond." And you than say that if they delay response to 
you ,0 as late as the 10th you will still require 10 more days to reply £0 me? Ion 
JSsiiiX need .another 10 da vs just to respond after grays four years? 

I da nor intend to get involved in any of your sometimes eoanslic&iad sesnsntics. 
ftsan whatever you any by "coapcBent.* I made no request in any such terms. Ky request 
covers any asset .part, proprietary, affiliate, front, person, agent, info rser or source 
of any and every kind and nature. 

Now will you please tell ne when you or another in the Agency will respond to those 
months-old referrals from the National Archives? 


dincerciy. 


^^old Yeisberg 



